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LB 81 until tomorrow, Senator";

SENATOR SIMPSON: That would be fine.

PRESIDENT: Is there any ob„'ection2 The consent is granted
by the House. Nr. Clerk, please read on Final Reading LB 62.

CLERK: LB 62 . Fi n a l R e ad ' ng .

(Recorder t u r ned of f )

CLERK: LB 260 to Select F1le for specific amendment, to
strike the enacting clause. Sign d Senator Chambers.

PRE"IDENT: The motion is to move 260, constitutional amend
ment, reter it to Select Committee for specific amendment.
Do you w'sh t o b e h eard , Senator Chambers2

SENATOR CHANBERS: Mr. President, members, I will briefly
expla1n why. Th1s is a b111 which would allow a govern
mental subdivision to go 1nto debt for the purpose of
taking property, clearing it once it is cons1dered blighted
and allowing redevelopment. When Senator Cavanaugh intro
duced the bill, he was under the impression that it was
restricted to commercial redevelopment and he was thinking
of the downtown area of Omaha. I told him that if I could
be sure that was what the bill was for, I would not have
opposition but to gua antee that that was its purpose I
considered the possibility of inserting the word commercial
in two places by the way of amendment but because the
const1tution shouldn't be unduly restrictive and cluttered,
I didn't offer the amendment. In the meantime, I have talked
to the Nayor of Omaha and his conc rn, pr1marily, is not

method and I told Senator Cavanaugh 1n the beginning I
was opposed to the bill being used for that purpose. He
said he did not understand that to be its purpose but now
that it is brought tc h1s attent1on, I am moving that this
bill be returned to Select Pile to strike the enacting
clause because I don't think a provision 'ike this should be
put 1nto the constitution to allow the taking >f res1dential
property. It is a thinly disguised method of .uban renewal
which can be utilized w1thout a vote or even knowledge of
the people, in some cases.

PRESIDENT: Senator Cavanaugh.

SENATOR CAVANAUGH: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
I'd oppose the motion and I would offer some correction to
some of Senator Chamber's observations. I did not state to
this body or have I ever stated that the LB 260 would be
restricted to commercial redevelopment, only. I 1ndicated
to this body that it was my feeling that it was an appro
priate vehicle for commercial redevelopment and would
probably be a less desirat e vehicle in my mind for resi
dential redevelopment. The question, of course, 1s, LB 260
is a tax utilization method for redevelopment and it neces
sarily woula have to be draf ed n b~ad language and so
the language of 260 would perse.t resiuential redevelopment,
although I do not, personally, believe «hat that is a pro
per vehicle for that purpose. Now what LB 260 would do is
allow the property taxes to be applied for the acqu1s1tion
and preparation of certain blighted properties in blighted

commercial property but taking of residential are~as by this


